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REMARKS 

Claim 24 is tiie sole pending cl^im acted on by the Examiner. New 
dependent claims 42 and 43 are added lierein- The Applicants submit that 
these claims are fully supported in the specification and that no new 
matter has been added. 

Claim 24 has been rejected as obvious over U.S. Patent NO- 
6,046,850 in view of Lipton et al . , Immunology Today 16 (3) :140-145 
(1997) . This rejection is respectfully traversed and reconsideration is 
requested. 

The Escaminer states that "[t]he '85 0 patent teaches a method for 
down- regulating a T cell -mediated autoimmune response (arthritis) in a 
tussue site in an animal." With respect, the Applicants point out to 
the E:)caminer that arthritis is considered by those of skill in the art 
to be a disorder of hu^noral itmimity and not to be T cell-nrediated. 
Thus, the Applicants siibmit that this patent was not correctly 
characterised by the Examiner. 

Furthermore, the Applicants submit that the Examiner has 
incorrectly characterized the teachings of Lipton et al. in the same 
way. The Examiner stated that "Lipton et al. teaches the use of of-MSH 
as an anti- inflammatory compound for the down- regulation of a T cell- 
mediated autoimmune response (see particularly page 141, column 2, Box 
I).'* However, as the Applicants pointed out above, arthritis (which is 
referred to in Box I) is more properly considered to be a disorder of 
humoral im[nuxin.ty and not to be T cell -mediated. In fact^ Lipton et al. 
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in general presents the anti-inf laimiatory actions of ce-MSH as 
suppression of the irmate infl^rmatory response. Thus, the Applicants 
submit that this reference also was not correctly characterized by the 
Ex&miner . 

Therefore^ the Applicantjs submit that the Examiner has not made a 
proper prima facie case in support of his obviousness rejection and that 
the rejection is overcome. 

The Applicants further submit: that all pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Such action is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned attorney 
to discuss any matter that would expedite allowance of the present 
application- 

Respectfully submitted, 
ANDREW W. TAYLOR ET AL . 



By; 



Holliday C- H. 



Ph.D. 



Registration No. 34,346 
Attorney for Applicant (s) 



WBINGARTEN, SCHURGTN, 

GAGNEBIN & LEBOVICl LLP 
Ten Post Office Stjuare 
Boston, MA 02109 
Telephone: (617) 542-2290 
Telecopier: (617) 451-0313 
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